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addressed by the Government Paperwork Elimi-
nation Act. To the extent that these two laws
overlap, I instruct Federal agencies to construe
them in a manner consistent with protecting
the public interest and effectively carrying out
agency missions.

The Act puts in place the essential legal
framework for electronic commerce in the
United States. We will continue our discussions
with other countries to encourage their adoption
of technology-neutral, legal frameworks to en-
able and enforce electronic transactions and fa-
cilitate global electronic commerce.

I also urge companies to take advantage of
the new technology responsibly. Giving compa-
nies the right to contract and disclose and store
records electronically is akin to giving them a
driver’s license for the Internet. It does not
teach them to drive safely or insure them against
accidents. Companies adopting electronic tech-
nology should ensure that their information se-
curity, privacy, and consumer protection policies
are sound. A company that inadvertently mails
a customer’s personal information to thousands
of other customers or posts personal information
on an insecure website faces a serious risk to
its business, including the risk of losing the con-
fidence of its customers.

This Act demonstrates that we can achieve
the full measure of the benefits that electronic

commerce has to offer, if we marry one of our
oldest values—our commitment to consumer
protection—with the newest technologies. It also
shows what we can do when we work together—
business and consumer and government, State
and Federal, Republican and Democrat—in the
public interest.

I congratulate the many organizations that
worked so hard to see S. 761 become law. I
particularly want to extend my appreciation to
Chairmen Bliley and McCain, who approached
the conference negotiations in the spirit of bi-
partisanship and whose leadership allowed us
to craft this compromise legislation. I thank Sen-
ators Hollings, Leahy, Sarbanes, and Wyden,
and Representatives Dingell and Markey, for
their excellent efforts and teamwork, and Rep-
resentatives Eshoo, Inslee, and Lofgren for their
continuing efforts to promote electronic com-
merce. I also thank Secretaries Daley and Sum-
mers, and Commerce Department General
Counsel, Andy Pincus, for their leadership.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON

The White House,
June 30, 2000.

NOTE: S. 761, approved June 30, was assigned
Public Law No. 106–229.

Remarks at a Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee Luncheon in
Englewood, New Jersey
June 30, 2000

Thank you. Well, thank you very much, Jon.
Thank you for running. I’m going to say more
about it in a moment. I’d like to begin by thank-
ing Hilary and Orin for having us in their home.
What a beautiful, beautiful day this is, not too
hot. It’s been real hot in Washington. And I
want to thank all of you for coming. Some of
you, I think, are here because you’re Jon’s
friends. Some of you are here because you’re
good, loyal supporters of the national and the
New Jersey Democratic efforts. And I hope all
of you are here because you believe in what’s
at stake.

I want to say, I’ve never had a chance to
say this in his district before, but I am very

impressed and grateful for the work that Rep-
resentative Rothman is doing in the House of
Representatives, and I think he’s great, and I
thank you for doing it. And I’m glad Bob
Janiszewski and Ray Lesniak are here. They
were for me for President when my mother
was the only person in America who thought
I could run. [Laughter] And I lost my voice
and couldn’t even talk, and no one knew who
I was. It’s very hazardous to lose your voice
when you have zero name recognition. [Laugh-
ter]

Senator Baer, thank you for being here. And
Assemblyman Zisa, thank you. And
Assemblywoman Weinberg, I thought that was
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great about you representing Sharpe James. That
was really good.

Reverend McKinney, thank you for the pray-
er. It got me in a good frame of mind. And
I thank all of you who worked on this event.
And I’d like to say, Mr. Mayor, I’m glad to
be in Englewood. It’s a truly beautiful city, and
we’re delighted to be here. And you’ve got to
forgive Senator Torricelli; we’ve got to pass that
bill today.

It’s actually quite important, what’s going on
in the Senate today. We have a chance to reach
a bipartisan agreement to assist the democratic
movement and the antidrug movement in Co-
lombia in a way that, contrary to what the critics
say, does not in any way, shape, or form involve
America in the civil war down there but gives
us a chance to save the oldest democracy in
Latin America. And most of the cocaine and
most of the heroin that flows into the bodies
of the young people in America comes out of
Colombia. They have lost control of approxi-
mately one-third of the land. And you’ve now
got some people down there that are willing
to risk their lives, and they literally have to
risk their lives. We’ve had 500 police officers
murdered in the line of duty in the last couple
of years in Colombia by the drug traffickers
and their allies in the guerrilla movement.
That’s, anyway, what they’re doing, and it’s very,
very important. And I’m very grateful.

I’d like to make just a couple of points today.
You know, I do have a passing interest in that
Senate race in New York, and I’ve got a passing
interest in this one in New Jersey and in Senator
Robb’s election in Virginia.

I think that—people ask me all the time who
is going to win. I told them, Jon, I thought
you were going to win early. I told them that
you were the nominee; I thought you would
be Senator. People ask me, and I say I think
Hillary’s going to win. I do. When Al Gore
was 18 points behind in the polls, I said I
thought he would win. I did then, and I do
now.

But I want to talk about what’s underneath
that, because that’s what’s really important. Be-
cause when you leave here today, people may
ask you why you came, and you could obviously
say that, well, Orin harassed you and you wanted
to do some event—I’ve got this written down—
you were dying to do something that was devoid
of social cachet. [Laughter] That’s why—when
I ran for President—that reminds me of what

President Bush said; he referred to me as a
Governor of a small southern State. And I was
so naive, I thought it was a compliment. [Laugh-
ter] And I still do.

So I’m glad you’re doing this event devoid
of social cachet. Maybe you did it because you
didn’t want Deborah to call you any more.
[Laughter] But maybe you did it just because
you love Jon and Joanne, but somebody is going
to ask you. And as grateful as we are for your
money, I think it’s fair that—I believe that you
can do just as much good if on every conceiv-
able occasion between now and November you
take the opportunity to talk to people you know
about why you’re here, why you wrote this
check, why you’re doing what you’re doing.

And if I might, I’d just like to offer a couple
of observations to build on the remarks Jon
made. And I hope they will be taken somewhat
seriously since I’m not running for anything.
Most days I’m okay about it. [Laughter] For
the first time since 1974, there is an election
coming and going I’m not a part of—except
I’m becoming the surrogate-in-chief for Hillary,
for her, so she can campaign.

But let me just say, to build on what Jon
said—in 1992, when I was elected, everybody
knew what we had to do. The economy was
in the tank. All the social trends were going
in the wrong direction. Washington was divided
in a pitched battle, and the Democrats and the
Republicans seemed to operate according to
kind of a rule of combat that went something
like this, ‘‘I’ve got an idea. You’ve got an idea.
Let’s fight. Maybe we’ll both get on the evening
news.’’

And it’s hard—you ask Mr. Rothman there
what it’s like. If he gets in a fight, he can
make the news. Even the President sometimes
can’t get on the evening news unless you’re in
a pitched battle. I remember one of the most
important days of my Presidency, to me person-
ally, was the day I signed the bill creating the
national service program AmeriCorps for young
people. And I knew it was a big deal. And
we had all these kids in this volunteer program
that had been a model for what we did march
up there with me. And Senator Kennedy was
there, and I had the pen that John Kennedy
used to sign the Peace Corps Act.

And in 4 years we had 150,000 young people
serve their country in community service in
AmeriCorps. It took the Peace Corps over 20
years to reach the same number. And yet, the
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visibility of the Peace Corps was greater than
the visibility of AmeriCorps because the people
that night decided this was a good news story,
what did it belong on the evening news for?
So I understand this. But it didn’t make any
sense to me because I thought the country was
in trouble.

So we all knew what we had to do. We had
to fix the economy, and we had to try to change
the crime policy, the welfare policy, the edu-
cation policy of the country, and we had to
try to have the Government work in a different
way. And we had to be engaged in the rest
of the world in a different way.

And so we brought this whole set of ideas
there, Al Gore and I and the rest of our crowd,
and lo and behold, most of them worked pretty
well. And I’m very grateful for that. I am pro-
foundly grateful that I had the chance to serve.
I am so grateful that we’ve got over 22 million
new jobs and the lowest welfare rolls in 32
years, the lowest crime rates in 25 years, the
lowest African-American and Hispanic unem-
ployment rates ever recorded, and the lowest
female unemployment rate in 40 years, the low-
est poverty rate in 20 years. I’m grateful for
that.

But the issue that we face is, now what? And
I guess what I would like to say to you is that
I believe what a nation does with its prosperity
is just as stern a test of its judgment, wisdom,
and character as what a nation does in adversity.
There’s nobody here today, over 30 years old
at least, who cannot recall at least one time
in your life when you made a fairly significant
mistake, either personally or professionally, not
because things were going so badly but because
things were going so well you thought there
was no penalty for the failure to concentrate.
If you live long enough, you’ll make one of
those mistakes.

And the thing that really bothers me about
this election—I listen to people talk about this
election—I had a friend of mine from Chicago
spend the night with me a couple of nights
ago. He’s 41 years old. He wasn’t particularly
political before I became President. We got to
be very close. None of his friends are politicians;
they’re not active in the Democratic or the Re-
publican Party. He’s just tearing his hair out.
He says, ‘‘All these guys I run around with,
they don’t think there’s very much difference
between these two guys. And they sort of say,
they seem kind of nice, maybe—it’s like your

fraternity had it for 8 years, maybe we should
give it to their fraternity for a while.’’

So the first and most important thing I want
to say to you is, this is a big election. I’ve
been following this stuff since I was a boy. Not
in my lifetime, not one time, have the American
people ever had this much economic progress,
this much social progress, this much national
self-confidence with so little internal crisis or
external threat. We don’t know whether this will
come along again in 50 years. We don’t know
if this will come along again in 100 years. And
the pastor there will tell you that nothing lasts
forever.

Now, when you’re in a tight, and I’ve been
in a few in my life, that kind of keeps you
going—thank God this can’t last forever.
[Laughter] But neither does anything good.
Nothing lasts forever. And I submit to you that
those of us who are of age will be judged and
held at quite a high standard on the question
of what we do with our prosperity, what we
do with this magic moment? That’s what this
whole election ought to be about.

And I believe the reason that Jon has done
so well is that people say, here’s this guy that
could be off making a gazillion dollars and laying
around 3 days a week, and he actually cares
about whether poor kids get a decent education
and whether parents have a safe place to make
a home and all that other stuff. I mean, this
is a big deal.

What do you think we should do with this
prosperity? Now, in elections, very often the
answer depends upon what the question is.
We’ve got a leg up if people really believe that’s
the question and if they understand what a very,
very serious moment this is for our country—
first one I want to make.

The second thing I would like to tell you
is that we don’t have to run a negative campaign
this year. We can just run a campaign on the
issues. I think for 20 years we’ve had too many
of these really hateful campaigns where one can-
didate would be trying to convince the voters
that his or her opponent was just one notch
above a car thief. You’ve seen a lot of those,
and maybe participated in a few. But this year
we’ve got a gift here. We can say, look, let’s
assume, from the Presidential candidates to the
Senate candidates to the House candidates, ev-
erybody is honorable and good. And let’s just
look at where we differ on what we should
do with our future. And I’m just here to tell



1368

June 30 / Administration of William J. Clinton, 2000

you, there are real differences, and I’ll just men-
tion a couple.

First of all, on economic policy. The Repub-
lican—Governor Bush and the Republican con-
gressional program ought to have a lot of appeal
in New Jersey because there are a lot of wealthi-
er people here. And basically, what they say
is, ‘‘Vote for me, and I’ll give you a $1.5 trillion
tax cut, 3 times what the Democrats will give
you—more than 3 times. And I’ll partially pri-
vatize Social Security, and you will do well with
that.’’ But you should know that when you do
that, all of us who might take our 2 percent
out, somebody’s got to fill that up to keep this
program from going broke. So, that will cost
another $1 trillion over the next decade. But
it sounds good.

Their message is, ‘‘You couldn’t mess this
economy up with a stick of dynamite. Nobody’s
going to mess it up; it’s on automatic. Informa-
tion technology is surging ahead. Biomedical
technology is surging ahead. This thing is rock-
ing along. Nobody can mess this economy up.
Vote for me, and I’ll give you your money back.’’
That’s basically their message.

Our message is, we don’t think that this econ-
omy happened by accident. We think it hap-
pened by prudence and discipline and vision.
And we’ll give a more modest tax cut, keep
paying down the debt to save Medicare and
Social Security for the baby boomers, and we
think we’ve got to invest in America—Mr.
Corzine’s theme. We’ve got to give all our kids
a world-class education. We’ve got to make sure
we can grow the economy and preserve the
environment. We’ve got to deal with the health
and other challenges that families face. There’s
a whole bunch of investment issues out there.

Now, their argument is, ‘‘Hey, I’m trying to
give you money. Have you been listening to
me? This is a good economy. I’ll try to give
you a bunch of money.’’ That’s their argument.
Our argument is—well, I’ll just ask you this.
Don’t answer out loud but think to yourself.
What is your projected—do you have an opinion
of what your projected income is for the next
10 years? Have you thought about that, what
you think you will actually make in each of
the next 10 years? That’s what all these pro-
posals are based on—you need to know that—
our projected income.

So what do you think your projected income
is going to be for 10 years? Now, what’s your
level of confidence that that’s your projected

income? How would you feel—let’s assume all
of you have a level of confidence over 50 per-
cent—how would you feel if I asked you to
come up here right now and sign a contract
committing to spend all your projected income
for the next 10 years? That’s what the Repub-
licans are asking you to do. And I don’t believe
I’d have many takers. That’s what they’re asking
you to do.

And let me just point out this: If by con-
tinuing to practice prudence, we keep interest
rates one point lower, that’s worth $250 billion
in lower home mortgages alone. That’s a $250
billion tax cut just for home mortgages. That
doesn’t count student loans, car loans, business
loans, and all the economic benefits attendant
there. So that’s a huge issue.

I think Jon’s right. I think we’re right. I
think—and I think we have certain responsibil-
ities to people who haven’t fully participated
in this economic recovery. We’ve got the biggest
bunch of school kids in our country’s history.
They are the most diverse group ever. They’re
our meal ticket to the future, if we can prove
they can all get a world-class education. These
are big issues.

We differ on a Patients’ Bill of Rights. We
differ on the Medicare drug benefit. We differ
on the nature of environmental protection that
we should have. We differ on so many issues.
We differ on whether we should take extraor-
dinary efforts to ensure equal pay for women
for equal work—big issue for our people. The
average woman is still working 17 weeks a year
longer for the same income as the average man
in America, for all of the progress we’ve made.
So there are real differences.

And the last point I want to make is this.
It would be interesting to see if this is true
in New Jersey. Most of the Republicans don’t
want you to know what the differences are, and
that’s a dead giveaway about who would win
if the people knew what the differences were.

And so, here comes Jon, riding in on his
horse—the guy has never run for office before—
actually committing the unpardonable sin of say-
ing exactly what he thinks, even when it gets
him in trouble, and trusting the people to get
it right. And what my experience is—and I en-
couraged him one time. I knew he was getting
a little weary from the cost as well as the strain
of the primary campaign, and I said, ‘‘Look,
what makes democracy work?’’ This is why this
campaign finance reform issue is important.
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‘‘What makes democracy work? When the peo-
ple have enough time and enough information—
and they need both—they nearly always get it
right.’’ Otherwise, why would we still be around
here after 200 years? People nearly always get
it right.

So this big election, there are real differences.
If the voters know what they are, I think they
will make the right decision.

I just want to make two final points. I want
to say a word for the Vice President; then I
hope people may ask you about that. I just want
you to know, I believe I know him better than
anybody outside his family now, after 8 years.
And there are four things I want all of you
to know about that, four reasons I think he
should be elected.

Number one is, our country has had Vice
Presidents who have done great things as Presi-
dent: Thomas Jefferson, Theodore Roosevelt,
Harry Truman. Lyndon Johnson gave us the civil
rights legislation and the Federal aid to edu-
cation and Medicare. But our country has never,
not in over 200 years, never had anybody who
made nearly anywhere near as much difference
in a positive way as Vice President as Al Gore.
He is by far the most positively impactful Vice
President the country ever had. It’s not even
close. And I’ve spent a lifetime studying the
history of my country and the institutions of
National Government.

From breaking the tie on the economic plan
in ’93, to running our employment zone pro-
grams to bring economic opportunity to people
and places left behind, to ramming through a
telecommunications provision to guarantee that
the poorest schools in America could be hooked
up to the Internet—something I learned coming
to New Jersey when I saw the benefits in some
of the schools here—to managing a lot of our
relations with Russia and Egypt and South Afri-
ca, no Vice President ever had remotely as much
responsibility or done as much good.

The second thing I want to say to you is,
he shares Jon’s economic philosophy. We don’t
believe we should go to the American people
and say, ‘‘You guys figure out your projected
net income. Now, let’s sign it away for 10 years
right now.’’ Because it’s all projected; you might
get it, and you might not. And we don’t want
to get back into deficits and high interest rates
and give away all the money we need to be
investing in our future.

The third thing I want to say is this: You
need somebody in office—another argument for
Jon—you need somebody in office in 2000 that
understands the future. Let me just give you
a couple of examples. You see where we an-
nounced the human genome sequencing last
week? I had to study that stuff for a year just
so I’d understand what I was saying at the press
conference last week. [Laughter] It’s the most
fascinating thing I’ve ever studied in my life.
And I really do believe that those of you who
are young enough to still be having kids, I think
that it won’t be 10 years before American chil-
dren will be born with a life expectancy of
somewhere around 90 years. Within 20 years,
I’m confident American children will be born
with a life expectancy of 100 years. Anybody
who lives to be 65 today has a life expectancy
of 83. It’s going to change everything.

But people will know that all this genetic in-
formation is somewhere in somebody’s com-
puter. Don’t you think that you ought to have
the right to say yes before somebody gets to
it, and that people shouldn’t be denied jobs
or promotions or health insurance because of
their genetic profile? And don’t you think we
ought to have somebody in the White House
that really understands this stuff?

Or, you take the Internet. When I became
President, there were 50—50 websites on the
World Wide Web in 1993. There are now 10
million—50 to 10 million. Now, Al Gore under-
stands this as well as anybody in American life.
All of our medical and economic information
is going to be on somebody’s computer. Don’t
you think you ought to have to say yes before
somebody gets your financial information or
your medical records, and don’t you think some-
body ought to be President who understands
it?

And the last thing I’ll say—and it’s the thing
that I really love about Jon, because life’s been
good to him, and he didn’t go around being
sanctimonious about being successful. I can’t
stand these successful people who want you to
believe they were born in a log cabin they built
themselves. And you’ve all heard a lot of that.

We need a President and we need a Congress
who understand the future, who will keep the
economic prosperity going, but who also want
us all to go along for the ride. That’s what
the hate crime legislation is all about. That’s
what the employment nondiscrimination is
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about. That’s what the appointments to the Su-
preme Court are about. Twenty cases decided
this term by one vote—20 by one vote—20.
And the next President gets between two and
four judges. So whichever one of them gets
elected, it’s going to change the balance of the
Supreme Court. For you to pretend otherwise
is to be living in a dream world.

And I think we ought to have a President
and I think we ought to have a Senator from
New Jersey and New York and a Senate and
a House that think we all ought to go along
for the ride. When you really strip it all away,
that’s basically why most of us are Democrats.
We know we’re lucky.

Shoot, man, people ask me, in the toughest
days of my Presidency, weren’t there days that
I regretted it? I said, regretted it? Are you kid-
ding me? Another turn in the road and I could
be home doing $200 divorces and deeds and
stuff. [Laughter] This is the cost of doing busi-
ness. The Republicans have decided to impose
a certain cost of doing business if you want
to be a Democrat and be President. I wouldn’t
take the world for it. I’ve had a wonderful time.

But I’ll tell you what, on the good days and
the bad days, I wanted everybody along for the
ride. And that’s another thing about this pros-
perity, we need to take everybody along. That’s
what Jon will do, and that’s what Al Gore will
do.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 2:47 p.m. at a pri-
vate residence. In his remarks, he referred to Jon
Corzine, candidate for U.S. Senate in New Jersey,
and his wife, Joanne; luncheon hosts Hilary Bollon
and Orin Kramer; Hudson County Executive Rob-
ert C. Janiszewski; State Senators Raymond J.
Lesniak and Byron M. Baer; State Assemblyman
Charles (Ken) Zisa; State Assemblywoman Loretta
Weinberg and Mayor Sharpe James of Newark,
NJ, Corzine campaign cochairs; Rev. Calvin
McKinney, president, General Baptist Convention
of New Jersey; Mayor Paul Fader of Englewood;
Senator Robert G. Torricelli, chair, Democratic
Senatorial Campaign Committee; luncheon co-
chair Deborah Lynch; and Republican Presi-
dential candidate Gov. George W. Bush of Texas.

Statement on Senate Action on Appropriations Legislation
June 30, 2000

I am deeply disappointed that today the Sen-
ate passed a Departments of Labor, Health and
Human Services, Education, and Related Agen-
cies appropriations bill that fails to make crucial
investments in our Nation’s future. While the
Senate bill provides more acceptable funding for
some programs than the House version, it relies
on unacceptable spending cuts and falls short
on critical funding for education, health care,
and worker training. The Senate bill invests too
little in improving our schools and demands too
little from them; fails to provide funds to reduce
class size and repair aging schools; includes a
fatally flawed so-called patient protection provi-
sion that excludes over 110 million Americans
from protections and actually eliminates some
of the limited accountability provisions now in
State law; bankrupts the Social Services Block
Grant, drastically reducing services to abused
children, the elderly, and the disabled; and shifts
funds from the State Children’s Health Insur-

ance Program, undermining the bipartisan
agreement passed by Congress in 1997 to insure
millions of low-income children.

This bill also shortchanges vital health care
programs, including domestic and global HIV/
AIDS prevention and treatment, mental health
and substance abuse services, family planning,
health care access for the uninsured, training
for health professionals in children’s hospitals,
nursing home quality, and oversight of Medicare
contractors. The bill fails to guarantee funding
for critical education priorities such as reducing
class size and making urgent repairs to our
schools, including Native American schools. It
underfunds programs that would strengthen ac-
countability and turn around failing schools, ex-
pand before-school and after-school opportuni-
ties, assist low-income students in preparing for
college, help bridge the digital divide, improve
teacher quality, and expand English language/
civics education programs for adults. The bill
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